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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is in response to the communication filed on September 26, 2005. 
Claims 1- 10 were previously presented and no new claims were added. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed September 26, 2005 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Applicant's argument regarding claim 1, that Shear (U.S. 
Patent Number 6,157,721) does not disclose "how the signature to the module is 
formed" and "when binding the module, the program makes a call, provides the first 
tags and second call data, and the module to be bound is selected to be one which 
matches with the first tags and second call data transmitted in the call" are not 
persuasive because Shear discloses that "load module" comprises all or part of an 
executable computer program and/or associated data, and may constitute a sequence 
of instructions to bring a certain result within the computer or other computational 
element (see Column 9 line 43 - Column 10 line 59 and Column 20 line 1 - Column 21 
line 5). Applicant's assertion that sheer does not describe how the signature to the 
module is verified during is incorrect because the previous office action cites the above 
section of Shear to disclose that authorized provider submits load modules to verifying 
authority to analyze load modules, testing them to make sure they do what they are 
supposed to do and do not compromise or harm system. Furthermore, Sheer discloses 
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the analysis and verification of load modules by providing with each load module, 
associated specifications that is, whether the specifications are both accurate and 
complete. 

Applicant's assertion that Shear does not disclose when binding the module, the 
program makes a call, provides the first tags and second call data, and the module to 
be bound is selected to be one which matches with the first tags and second call data 
transmitted in the call is not persuasive because Shear discloses that the load module 
and associated specifications are provided for verification and verifying authority may 
analyze, test and/or otherwise validate the load module against the specifications and 
determine whether the load module satisfies the specifications. If the load module is 
found to satisfy its specifications, the verifying authority binds the load module plus 
corresponding digital signatures and associated descriptions (Column 20 line 1 - 
Column 21 line 5). Furthermore, Shear discloses that protected processing environment 
authenticates digital signature (second tag) created by approving load modules and the 
load modules with its associated digital signature are compared with the second call 
data (Column 13 line 4 - Column 14 line 60). 

Therefore, the examiner respectfully asserts that the cited prior art does teach or 
suggest the amended subject matter "when binding the module, the program makes a 
call, provides the first tags and second call data, and the module to be bound is 
selected to be one which matches with the first tags and second call data transmitted in 
the call" broadly recited in the amended independent claims. The dependent claims 2 - 
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6 and 8 - 10 are rejected at least by virtue of their dependency on the dependent claims 
and by other reason set forth in this office action. Accordingly, the rejection for the 
pending claims 1 - 10 is respectfully maintained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Shear 
et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,157,721). 

4. Regarding Claim 1 , Shear teaches and describes a method for binding a 
program module in a terminal, in which one or several programs are running, and in 
which method subroutines are stored in said program modules, the program modules 
are provided with first tags, wherein to start binding, the program makes a call to a 
subroutine, and the call is supplemented with the first tags to select the program module 
for binding, in which the called subroutine is stored, wherein the tags are supplemented 
with second tags, that the call is also supplemented with said second call data, and that 
in connection with the binding, said first tags stored in the program modules are 
compared with the first tags transmitted in the call, and the second tags are compared 
with the second call data transmitted in the call, and the program module to be bound is 
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selected to be the program module which matches with the first tags and the second 
call data transmitted in the call (Fig. 14; Column 9 line 43 - Column 10 line 59 and 
Column 20 line 1 - Column 21 line 5). 

5. Regarding Claim 7, Shear teaches and describes a terminal comprising means 
for binding a program module, which program modules contain stored subroutines and 
first tags, and which terminal also comprises means for running programs, means for 
standing binding by performing in the program a call to a subroutine, the call being 
supplemented with first call data to select that program module for binding in which the 
called subroutine is stored, wherein the program modules contain stored second tags; 
that the terminal also comprises means for adding second call data to the call, means 
for comparing said first tags stored in the program modules with the first call data 
transmitted in the call, means for comparing the second tags with the second call data 
transmitted in the call, and means for selecting a program module to be bound on the 
basis of said comparison (Fig. 14; Column 9 line 43 - Column 10 line 59 and Column 20 
line 1 - Column 21 line 5). 

6. Claims 2 and 8 are rejected as applied above in rejecting claims 1 and 7. 
Furthermore, Shear teaches wherein the second tags to be formed in the program 
modules contain a digital signature (Fig. 14 and Column 9 line 43 - Column 10 line 59). 
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7. Claim 4 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 1 . Furthermore, Shear 
teaches wherein the second tags to be formed in the program modules are stored in an 
encrypted form (Column 6 lines 5-52 and Column 20 lines 1 -11). 

8. Claims 6 and 10 are rejected as applied above in rejecting claims 1 and 7. 
Furthermore, Shear teaches where program modules are stored in a server 
communicating with a digital network, wherein the terminal used is a mobile terminal 
and the binding of the program modules is performed at least partly by messages 
complying with the WAP protocol (Column 13 lines 60 - 66, Column 17 lines 13-22 
and Column 18 lines 3 - 18). 

9. Claims 3, 5 and 9 are rejected as applied above in rejecting claims 2, 4 and 8. 
Furthermore, Shear teaches wherein the second call data are supplemented with a 
public key, on the basis of which the digital signature of the second call data formed in 
the program module is verified (Column 15 line 66- Column 16 line 11). 

Conclusion 

10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

11. Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the examiner. 

12. Applicant is urged to consider the references. However, the references should be 
evaluated by what they suggest to one versed in the art, rather than by their specific 
disclosure. If applicants are aware of any better prior art than those are cited, they are 
required to bring the prior art to the attention of the examiner. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Pramila Parthasarathy whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3866. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00a.m. To 5:00p.m.. If attempts 
to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Ayaz 
Sheikh can be reached on 571-232-3795. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to 
the status of this application or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose 
telephone number is 703-305-3900. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 
866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Pramila Parthasarathy 
October 30, 2005. 
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